wy A 


l 9 Y * * y G * uh Ys a #9 . . a 
4 N 1 Cd F * p * * » I ; 7 
8 — , mf 4 Y 4% . 8 - * # \ 
>. © IR *» .. © | * a 
Fs." - * TY 4 \ %, | Y * 4 \ f : 
* * , - % 
, | * 
"'P 2, 5 „, F 7 on -. \ 4 
4 AS. F * - ＋ . . 4 1 
85 þ * 4 — 4 
- 9 1 * 4 
4 . 4 F , * * 9 $7 
s « * 
5 8 | 1 1 
. ” 1 « 
PR: : * wy : 
r — tin. * 
* 
. 


| _—_— 
8 | 
" 


T 


= 4th 2 20" FSA 


e 


DEFENSE 


OF AN 


ARGUMENT 


Made uſe of in a 
LE; 
To Mr DO DV E LE: 


To Prove 


. 
* 


The Immaterialit xy 
And Natural Immortality || | 


OF THE 


S O, 


LoN 2 215 
Printed by I. B. for James _ at the 
4 Crown in 18. Paul's Church- ard 1707. — 


1 Price Three ö 


"> 


— 


. * * 


a at. 


+ v2 


— r., 


WM ˖ —— ——— — — 


* 


DEFENSE 


O F AN * 


ARGUMENT. Ge. 


N a Letter to Mr. Dodwel, upon 
F occaſion of his late Diſcourſe con- 
cerning the Nature of the Soul, 
the following Argument was among 
others particularly made uſe of, to 


prove the  [mmateriality and natural 


| Immortality of the Soul. 


© The ſame thing, aa that '#he fetter 19 
© Soul cannot poſſibly be Material, Mr. Dod- 


* js moreover demonſtrable from the 5 
ſingle conſideration even of bare 
* Senſe and Conſciouſneſs itſelf. For, 
Matter being a diviſible Subſtance, 

* conſiſting always of ſeparable, nay 
$ 0 actually Separate and Di- 
A 2 ſtinct 


pag. 


AS 
Wn 

ſtinct Parts; *'tis plain, unleſs it 
were eſſentially conſcious, in which 
* caſe every Particle of Matter muſt 
conſiſt of innumerable ſeparate and 
* diſtinct Conſciouſneſſes, no Syſtem 
* of it in any poſſible Compoſition or 
* Divifſon can be an Individual con- 
* ſcious Being. For ſuppoſe three, or 
© three hundred, Particles of Matter, 
*at a Mile, or any given diſtance, 
one from another; is it poſſible that 


© all thoſe ſeparate Parts ſhould in 


that State be one Individual conſci- 


© ous Being? Suppoſe then all theſe 


* Particles brought together into one 
* Syſtem, ſo as to touch one ano- 
© ther ; will they thereby, or by any 
Motion or Compoſition whatſoever, 
become any whit leſs truly diſtinct 
* Beings, than they were at the 
* greateſt diſtince 2 How then can 
their being diſpoſed in any poſſible 
* $y{tem, make them one Individual 
* Conſcions Being? If you ſuppoſe 
God by his Infinite Power ſuper- 
* adding. Conſciouſneſs to the uni- 


ted Particles, yet ſtill thoſe Par- 


* ticles. being really and neceſſarily 
* asdiſtin& Beings as ever, cannot be 
* them- 


= C 
* 
L 


F 7 

* © themſelves the Subject in which that 
+ © Individual Conſciouſneſs inheres ; 
* but the Conſciouſneſs can only be 
* ſuperadded by the addition of Some- 
2 © thing, which in all the Particles 

* muſt ſtill it ſelf be but one Individu- 
* al Being. The Soul therefore, whoſe 
> © Power of Thinking is undeniably 
= © one Individual Conſciouſneſs, can- 
not poſſibly be a Material Subſtance. 


Io invalidate the force of this Ar- 
© gument, the following s Objections have 
been offered to the publick. a —— 
CL. That. am Individual Power * A Letter | 
* mray reſide in a Material Syſtem rag whe 
* which conſiſts of actually ſeparate marks om. 
* and. diſtinct parts; That an Indivi- Je 
dual Power can be lodged by God * gra 
In, or ſuperadded to That which 85 pag, 
is not an Individual Being; or 
© it may follow from the Compoſiti- 
* on or Modification of a Material Sy- 
5 ſtem conſiſting of actually ſeparate 
and diſtin& Particles ; And if ſo, 
then the very Soul and ſtrength of 
the foregorng Demonſtration is gone. 
© That, as to this, Matter of Fatt i 18 
0 plain and obvious, that a Man 
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can't turn his Eye, but he will meet 


with Material Syſtems, wherein there 1 


© are Individual Powers, which are 
* not in every one nor in any one of 
* the Particles that compoſe them, 

when taken apart and conſi dered 


ſingly. That a Roſe, for Example, 
conſiſts of ſeveral Particles, which 


* ſeparately and ſingly want a Power 
*to produce 1 that agreeable Senſation 
we experience in them when united; 


* to the Individual Power, which is 
* the external cauſe of our Senſation z 
"Or elſe God ſuperadds. the Power 
* of producing that Senſation in us, 
* upon the Union of the Particles, 


Sat this may be-the' Caſe of Mat- 
ters thinking. Thoſe Particles which 


*-compoſe the Brain, may under that 


Modification Wer have the Pow- 


; er of Thinking neceſſarily. flowing 
from them, or elſe may have the 
Power of Thinking . Mw 
* them 'by the Power of God, 
ſingly and ſeparately they may mn 


* havegthe Power of Thinking. And 


that the Fallacy of the fore-mentio- 
1 Du ned 


n 


FF „And therefore either each of the 
Particles in that Union contributes 
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ned Argument lies in this, that by 


x 7 an Madividual power is there meant 


a Power that ean only proceed from, 
© or reſide in, an Individual Being: 


Which is a plain beseing of the 


* Queſtion; _ 
II. That though a Syſtem | of Mir: 


ter were allowed not to be. capable 


of \Thinking, yet t it is evident, + pag. 8 
that, e to the fore-gomng & 9. 


* Argument, the ſeparate and diſtin 


Parts of Matter are capable of 


having a Power of Thinking, or 

* an Individual Conſciouſneſs: faper- 
added to Each of them ;,_ becauſe the 
* want of Individuality or Diſtinct- 


neſs, is the ſole Reaſon: urged, 


4 * why 2 Syſtem of Matter cannot have 
* a Power df Thinking or an Indivi- 

* dual Conſciouſneſs; ard ity only 
required that a Thing be an Indivi- 


dual Being, in order to its being a 


* proper Subject of a Power of Think- 
ing, or at leaft i order to its bein; 
* a Subje# to which ĩt may be poſſihle 
for God to Superadd a n of 

Thinking. 
III. That, though it were alas. 
d, * that Conſciouſneſs could re- 
15 £ > PS * ſide 
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eſide only in an Individual Being; 


and alſo that That Individual Being 
muſt be an Immaterial Being; yet 
even then the Soul would not be 
proved to be naturally Immortal; 
* that is, the Thinking Immaterial 
Being would not be proved to be Im- 
mortal, but only the bare Imma- 
terial Subject or Subſtance it elf; 
Becanſe Thinking is an Action which 
may commence after the Exiſtence 
of its Subject, and may periſh or 
* ceaſe. to exiſt, its Subject ſtill re. 
* matting. | | 


„ IV. * That, if + an Individual Be- 


ing can only be the Subject of a 
© Power of Thinking, then, according 
to the foregoing Argument, either it 
will he proved that Material Subſtance 
3s capable of Thinking, or elſe that 
neither is Immaterial Subſtance ca- 
pable of it : Becauſe either ſeveral 
* Particles of Matter, when united in 
one Syſtem, may become an Indi- 
* vidual Being, and be by the Power 
of Gad rendred incapable of any Di- 
* viſſon or Separation by Natural 
* Cauſes, and conſequently be a Subject 
capable of Thinking, or /elmmaterial 
i. „ - * Sabſtance 


8 


F.3 


. © Subſtance alſo may as well be concei- 
ved capable of Diviſion, upon Suppo- 
ſition that Extenſion is not excluded 
* out of the Idea of Immateriality. 


V. That, if * from the Power of * pag. 14. 


* Thinking, or Individual Conſciouſ- 
* neſs, we can prove the Immateria- 

© lity of the Soul, and from its Imma- 

* teriality prove its natural Immortali- 
* ty ; then the Conſequence will be, 
that all the numerous ſenſible Crea- 

* tures in the Univerſe. are put in 
the ſame condition with Man, and 

* made capable of eternal Happineſs 
* as well as hes or elſe, to avoid 
this Conſequence, it æuſt be ſup- 

* poſed, either that all thoſe Creatures 

* are only mere Machines, or elſe that 

* their Souls ſhall be annihilated upon 

the diflolution of their Bodies; Aud 

* if ſo, then the proot of the narural 

Immortality of Mens Souls from 

* their Immateriality, tends not to 

* prove that their Souls ſhall really 

* be Immortal. 


The Queſtion being of great Im- 
portance, and the Objections very in- 
genious, as containing in brief all 

that 


| impartial Reader 


£23 


that can be ſaidinFavour of Master's N 
being capable of thinking ; It is pre- 
fue 1 may be acceptable to the 
to fee a clear An- 
ſwer given to eh of them, as they 
are ere repreſented * in their: Fall 
Strength, tho (for Methods fake) in 
fomewhat a different Order than they 
were at firſt ptbliſhed. 


iT: To the Firſt, 25x, That an ud 
tidal Power, may reſede in a Mate- 
riel Syfterr 5 as Sweetneſs, in 4 Roſe ; 
And that Thinking may be ſuppoſed 10 
ao ſo, as well us any other Individual 
Porer > It is anſwered, that tis ſo far 
from being trite, às is alleged, that 
Matter of Fa## is ſo plain and obvious, 
that 4 Man cart turn his E. ye, but 
he” will meet n Material Ves, 
wherein there are Individual Powers, 


which are not in every one, nor in any 


one of the Particles that compuſe. them, 
when taken apart ant con [7: 7ered ſengly ; 
This, I ſay, is ſo far from being 
True, that, on the, contrary, tis both 
abſolutely falſe in Fact, and impoſſi- 
ble and a direct Contradiction in the 


Nattre of the Thing it ſelf, that 


any 


C 

any Power whatſoever ſhould in- 
here or reſide in, any Syſtem or Com- 
poſition of Matter, - different from 
the Powers refiding Wen Parts. 
For the clearer and more diſtinct Ex- 
plication and Proof of which Doct- 
rine, it is to be obſerved that all Pom- 
ers or Qualities may be diſtinguiſh- 
ed into Three ſorts. 1½, Some Qua- 
lities there are, which do, ſtricly and 
properly ſpeaking, inhere in the Sub- 
ſtance to which they are aſcribed. 
And concerning theſe, it is evident 
at firſt ſight, that every. Power or 
Quality, that is or can be inherent in 
any Syſtem of Matter, is nothing elſe 
than the Sum or Aggregate of ſo 
many Powers or Qualities f the 
ſame kind, inherent in all its parts. 
The Magnitude of any Body, is no- 
thing but the Sum of the Magnitudes 
of all its Parts. Its Motion, is no- 
thing but the Sum of the Motions 
of all its Parts. And if Cogitation 
in like manner could poſſibly be a 
Quality really inberent in a Syſtem 

of Matter, it muſt likewiſe neceſſari- 
ly be the Sum and Reſult of the Co- 
gitations of the ſeveral Parts: And 


= ſo 


L 10 ] 
ſo there would be as many diſtin& 
Conſciouſneſles, as there are Particles 
of Matter, of which the Syſtem 
conſiſts ; Which 1 ſuppoſe will be 
granted to be very abſurd. Compo- 
fitions or Diviſions of Maguitude, 
varied in infinite manners to Eterni- 
ty, can produce nothing in the 
whole Syſtem, no Quality or Power 
whatſoever, but ere Magnitude; Com- 
poſitions and Variations of Motion, 
nothing but ere Motion. And Sound 
may as well be added to a Colour, or 
Colour to a Smell; or any Quality be 
made to ſubſiſt, without any Subject 
at all; as that any Power whatſo- 


ever ſhould be ſuperadded to, and real- 
ly made to re/ide in, any Compoſi tum 


or Syſtem of Matter, without being 
made to inhere proportionably in the 
Parts of that Whole, taken fingly as 
well as together. This, I ſay, is 
evidently and- at firſt fight True, of 
all real Qualities, which truly and 
properly ihere in the Subject to 
which they belong; ſuch as are Mag- 
nitude, and Motion 1 in Matter. 240), 


Other Qualities there are, which are 


Pages Jooked upon as Individual 


Powers, 


[218 ] 
Powers, refoliing from and, reſiding 
in the whole Syſtem, withaukggſiding 
particularly in each or an of its 
ſingle and original Parts; ſuch as 
are the Sweetneſs of certain Bodies, 
their Colours, &c. But this is only 
a vulgar and very groſs Error. For 
neither do theſe Qualities reſide in, 
or at all reſult from, the whole 
Syſtem, in any. proper Senſe : Neither 
in any Senſe at all, in which they 
can be aſcribed to that Body or Sy. 
ſtem of Matter to which they are 
vulgarly ſuppoſed to belong, are they 
truly Individual Powers, In the ff 
place, they are not really Qualities 
of the Syſtem, and . do not 
at all in any proper Senſe belong to it, 
but are only Efeds occaſionally pro- 
daced by it in ſome other Subſtance, 
and truly Qualities or Modes of that 
. Other Subſtance in which they are 
produced; Thus the ra wy 4 s of a 
Roſe, is well known not to be a 
Quality really inhering in the Roſe ; 
but a Sen ſation, which is merely i in 
him that ſmells it, and a Mode of 
the Thinking Subſtance that is in the 
Man. In the next place, theſe Qua- 
lities 


G1} J 
no Senſe wherein they can 
5 ed to the Syſtem of Matter, 
are HMRvidual | Pavers. They are 
Tndividuals, only as they are Modes 
of the Thinking Subſtance that per- 
ceives them ; but in the Bodies 
themſelves, they are only ſpecifically, 
not. indrozdually, fingle Powers; that 
is, they are only a number of ſmilar 
Motions or Figures of the Parts of 
the Body. Nay, they are not always 
ſo much as ſpecifically ſingle Powers. 
Thus Compound Colours, as certain 
Greens, for Example, which are 
Individual Modes in the Thinking 
Subſtance that perceives them, may 
in the Objects be nothing but a num- 
ber of Figures or Motions ever ſpeci- 
feally different, namely ſuch as nſual- 
ly repreſent both Blue and Vellom. 
And the ſame. may be ſaid of Heut, 
gh, Taſte, Sound, and all thoſe o- 
thers which we call Senſible Qualities. 
 3dly, Other Powers, ſuch as Magyne- 
tiſm and Electrical Attractions, are 
not rea! Qualities at all, reſiding in 
any Subject, but merely abſtradt Names 
to expreſs the Effed of ſome deter- 
minate Motions of certain Streams of 
Mat- 


9 


1 3 1 


Matt er: And Gravitation it ſelf, is 
not a Quality inbering in Matter, or 
that can poſlibly refuli from any Tex- 
ture or Compoſition of it; but only 
an Effe of the continual and regu- 
lar Gperation of ſome other Being 
upon it; by which the Parts are 
all made to tend one towards a- 
nother. Under theſe three Heads 
muſt. neceſſarily be contained all 
poſſible Qualites, Modes or. Powers 
whatſoever: They muſt either be 
Qualitie really, inhering in the Subject 
to which they are ' uſually aſcribed ; or 
Modes produced by it in ſome other Sub- 
| Je@ ; or elſe ere abſtra# Names, ſigni- 
Hing certain Powers or Effects that de not 
properly reſidein any Subject at all. And. 
now the Queſtion is, among which 
of theſe Three ſorts of Powers muſt 
Conſciouſneſs or Thinking be. reckon- 
ed. I ſuppoſe it "will neither be 
ſaid to be a ere abſtract. Name, nor 
yet an Effet produced in or upon a 
Foreign Subſtance, (as the Smeetne ſo 
or Colour of a Koſe, is not any Indi- 
vidual Power in the Roſe it ſelf, but 
merely a Serſation excited in him 
that ſmells or ſces it;) but that it 


1 


[14] 
is certainly a Power or Quality truly 
and really inhering in the Thinking 
Subſtance it ſelf. And therefore, 
if that Thinking Subſtance be a Sy- 
flem of Matter, the former Reaſoning 
holds. ſtrictly and demonſtratively 
true, that the Conſciouſneſs muſt 


inhere in all and every one of the 


Particles of that Syſtem, Taken ſing- 
ly, as well as together. To ſuppoſe 
any Power or Quality of this kind, 
ariſing from, or belonging to any 
whole Syſtem of Matter, without be- 
longing to the ſeveral Parts, of which 
that Whole conſiſts, is a direct and 
expreſs Contradiction: Tis ſuppo- 
ſing either an QOniverſal to exiſt, 
without Particulars; or an Effe# to 
be produced without a Cauſe, or to 
have more in it than was in the 
Canſe ; or that a Quality is by the 
Power of God made fo to ariſe, out 
of Nothing, as to be ſuperadded to 
a Subject, and to ſubſiſt without in- 
hering in that Subject to which it is 
at the ſame time ſuppoſed to belong. 
By this T preſume it ſufficiently ap- 
ars with what' poſſibility of Fruth 

| is alleged, that #h* Particles of 
Matter 


* 


: [15 ] 


Matter which compoſe the Brain, may 
uncler that Modification either have the 
Power of Thinking neceſſarily flowing 
from them, or elſe may bave the Power 
of Thinkin? ſuperadded to them by the 
Power of God, though jingly and ſepa 
rately they may not have the Power 
of Thinking. And it will eaſily be 
judged, whether it be indeed a Fal- 
lacy and a plain begging of the Queſt- 
ion, to affirm that an Individual 
Power, properly and ſtrictly ſpeak- 
ing, ſuch as Conſciouſneſs or Think- 
ing muſt needs be acknowledged to 
be, can only proceed from, or reſide 
in, an Individual Being; or whe- 
ther the contrary be not rather 
demonſtrated to be a plain Contradi- 
ction. 


II. To the Second, vir. That, 
according to the Argument now 
under Conſideration, if not a Sy ſtens 
of Matter, yet at leaſt the ſeparate and 

iſtindt Parts of Matter, are capable of 
having a Power of Thinking, or an 
Individual Conſciouſneſs ſuperaided to 
Each of them; (ecing it is only requi- 
red that a thing be an Individual Be- 


B ng, 


[ 16 | 
ing, in order to its being a proper 
Subject of a Power of Thinking : It 
is anſwered, Firſt, that ſuppoſing 
any Particle of Matter could be truly 
an Individual, that is, an Indiviſible 
or Indiſcerpible Being; yet it would 
not therefore follow, that it could 
be capable of Thinking. For though 
Diviſibility or Diſcerpibility in a- 
ny Subject, is a ſufficient Proof that 
That Subject is not capable of ſuch 
an individual Power as Thinking ; 
yet it does not from thence preſently 
follow on the contrary, that what- 
ever is Indiſcerpible, is therefore ca- 
pable of Thinking, Though the pre- 
ſent Argument proves indeed only, 
that whatever is Diſc erpible, cannot 
Think; that is, that Individuality is 
a ſine qua non, Or a neceſſary Qualifi- 
cation without which no Subject can 
be capable of Thinking; yet it does 
by no means exclude other Conſide- 
rations, or at all imply that what- 
ever has this Property of Individua- 
lity, muſt there fore neceſfarily be 
capable of Thinking and cannot by 
any other Property be rendred, or by 
any other Argument proved to be, 
incapable 
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| incapable of it. Though the want 
of » Individuality or Diſtin@neſs, is 


indeed the ſole Reaſon urged in the 


preſent Argument, why a Syſtem of 


Matter cannot have a Power of Think-, 
ing or an Individual Conſciouſneſs 3 
yet it ought not therefore to be ſaid, 
that it 1 Only required that 4 Thing 
be an Individual Beine, in order to its 
being a proper Subject of a Power of 
Thinking, Beſides; Suppoſing any Parti- 


cle of Matter could be truly an Indi- 
vidual Being, and alſo that upon that 
account (which yet is by no means 
neceſſary) it could be capable of 


Thinking; yet ſtill the principal 


part of the Queſtion would be cer- 
* tain and unavoidable, that a Think- 


ing Being muſt be, if not Inimateria], 
yet however maturally Im mortal: 
For whatever. 1s Indiſcerpible, tho' 
it were ſuppoſed Material, could not 
by any Power of Time, or any 
Force in Nature, receive any ſuch Al- 
teration, but that not only .its Sub- 
ſtance, but even all its Qualities alſo, 
muſt naturally remain for ever un- 
changed. But then, Secondly, it is 
anſwered further, that the Suppoſiti- 

2 on 


[ 18 
on it ſelf of this Objection, is utterly 
impoſſible, viz. that any Particle of 


Matter can be truly an Individual | 


or Indiſcerpible Being. For it is 
neceſſarily included in the Nature 
of Solid Subſtance, how ſmall fo- 
ever it be conceived to be. to con- | 
fiſt (till of Parts not effentially con- 
nected, and not at all depending 
upon each other for their Exiſtence. 
So that it is abfolutely impoſſible 
and contradictory, to fuppoſe any | 
Particle of Matter ſo truly an In- 
dividual, but that by the Power of 
God (for the Powers of Nature here | 
are nothing to the purpoſe, it may | 
be divided into two or more Par- 
ticles, which ſhall each of them 
feparately be as Perfect and Com- 
plete Matter, and continue to have 
all the very ſame Properties, as the 
whole Particle had before it was 
divided. Suppoſe then the ſmalleſt 
imaginable Particle of Matter, indu- 
ed with Conſciouſneſs or Thought: 
Yet by the Power of God, this Par- 
ricle may be divided into two diſtin 
Parts; and then what will natg- 
rally and conſequently become of 

Its 


| 


| its Power of Thinking ? 
Power will continue in it unchang- 


Parts ; 


in it; 


the laſt 


in it, 


. [ 19 J 


Af That 


ed ; then there muſt either be two 
diſtin& Conſciouſneſſes, in the two 
ſeparate Parts; or elſe the Power 
continuing in the intermediate Space, 
as well as in the Parts themſelves, 


3 muſt there ſubſiſt without a Sub- 
Ject 3 
ſtance, 


or elſe, not the Material Sub- 
but ſome other Thing, is 
the Subj ect of the Conſciouſneſs. 
If the - apa of Thinking will re- 
main only in One of the ſeparated 
then either That One Part 
only, had at firſt the Power reſi ding 
and then the ſame Queſtion 
will return , upon the Suppoſi _ 
of Its being likewiſe divided ; 
elle it will follow that one Far 
the ſame Individual Quality may be 
transferred from one Subject to ano- 
ther ; which all Philoſophers of all 
Sets in the World, have always 
confeſſed to be impoſſible If, in 
place, be ſaid, that, 
upon the Diviſion of the Particle, 
the Power of Thinking, which was 
will wholly ceaſe; then it 


will follow, that That Power was 
33 


never 
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rever at all a real Quality inhering 
or reſiding in the Subſtance, (in 
which mere ſeparation of Parts, 
makes no Alteration ;) but that it 
was merely an external Denominati- 
on, ſuch as is Ronndneſs in a Globe, 
which periſhes at its being divi- 
ded: And this, I ſuppoſe, will be 
granted to be ſufficiently abſurd. 
There is no way to evade this | 
Argument, but by affirming either 
that a Particle of Matter may be 
ſo ſmall, as that it ſhall not be 
in the Power of God to divide it; 
or that, if it be divided, it will | 
conſequently and neceſſarily be an- 
nihilated; (neither of which, I | 
ſuppoſe, will be affirmed ;) or clſe 
that the ſame may be argued con- 
cerning Immaterial Subſtance alſo ; 
Which is the Fourth Objection, and | 
will be conſidered preſently in its | 
proper place. 
III. To the Third, viz. That | 
though Conſciouſnefs were allowed | 
neceſſarily to infer /»diviſbility, and 
Indivife atlity to infer Immateriality: 
vet even then not the Soul, the Think- 
ing immaterial eing. but only the 


bare 


| 
| 
[ 
1 
{ 
i 
ö 
: 
| 


[ 21 1 
bare Immaterial Subject or Subſtance 
itſelf, would be proved to be naturally 
Immortal; fince Thinking is an Acti- 
on (a Power it ſhould rather have 
been call'd,) which may commence 
after the Exiſtence of its Subje@®, 
and may ceaſe, its Subje® ſtill re- 
maining e It is anſwered, that the 
contrary 1s evidently True ; namely, 
that not only the bare Immaterial 
SubjeF, but the Subje#F and the 
Power together, the Thinking Imma- 
terial Being it ſelf, is hereby pro- 
ved to be naturally Immortal : Be- 
cauſe, whatever Subſtance is wholly 
indiſcerpible, is plainly, by Virtue 
of that property, not only it ſelf 
incapable of being deſtroyed by 
any Natural Power, (for ſo alſo 
is the moſt diſcerpible Subſtance like- 
wiſe ;) but all its Pxalities and 
Modes alſo, are utterly incapable of 
being affected in any meaſure, or 
changed in any degree, by any Pow- 
er of Nature ; For all real and in- 
herent Qualities of any Subſtance, 
are either Modifications of the Sub- 
Kance it ſelf, or elſe Powers ſuper- 
added and connected to the Sub- 


B 4 ſtance, 
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ſtance, by the immediate Power 
of God; And in either of theſe 
caſes, tis manifeſt no Cuality can 
be altered by any natural Power, 
which is not able to affect and 
make ſome Alteration (in the Diſ- 
poſition of the Parts at leaſt) of 
the Subſtance it ſelf; which in an 
indiſcerpible Subſtance *tis evident 
cannot be done. The Soul there- 
fore, the whole Conſcious Being; the 
Power of Thinking that reſides in it 
as well as the bare Immaterial Sub- 


ject or Subſtance it ſelf ; (whatever 


may be ſaid concerning the Power 
of God in this Queſtion ;) will 


clearly, notwithſtanding what any 


Finite Power can do, of neceſſity 
he naturally Immortal. The Truth 
of this Reaſoning is evident from 
what we cannot but obſerve even in the 
Material World ; namely, that all the 
Changes which are cauſed therein 
by any Powers of Nature, are 
nothing but Changes of the order 
and Diſpoſition of the Parts of 
compound Bodies. The original and 
perfectly ſolid Particles of Matter, 
which are, (not indeed abſolutely 
3 in 
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25 
in themſelves, but) to any Power 
of Nature, indiſcerpible; are utter- 


ly incapable of having not only 


their Subſtance, but even any of 


their Qualities or Properties altered 
in any meaſure by any Power of 
Nature: As is evident from tie 
Form or Species of thoſe we vul- 
garly catl {imple or elementary Bo- 
dies, remaining always unalterably 
the ſame, and indued continually 
with the ſame Powers and Qualities. 


IV. To the Fourth, viz. That, 
according to the Argument we are 
now conſidering, either a Syſtent 
of Matter, being by a ſtrict U. 
nion of Parts made an Individual 
Being, may become capable of Think. 
ine; or elle Immaterial Subſtance 
allo may as well be concerved capa- 
ble of Diviſion, and conſequently 
incapable of Thought; ſuppoſing 
Extenſion not excluded out of the Idea 
of Immateriality : It is anſwered, that 
the Caſe is very different : Becauſe 
ſome of the firſt and moſt obvious 
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Properties which we certainly know 
of Matter, as its having partes 
extra partes, ſtrictly. and properly 
ſpeaking, that is, its conſiſting of 
ſuch Parts as are aFnally unconnect- 
ed. and are truly diſtin Being, and 
car (as we ſee by Experience) 
exiſt ſeparately, and have no dependence 
one upon another; do neceſſarily and 
confeſſedly imply Diſcerpibulity : But 
in Iumaterial Beings we do not 
Enow of any ſuch Properties, as any 
wiſe imply Diſcerpibility. It can- 
not be collected from any Proper. 
ty we know; of Them, but that 
they ray be ſuch Beings as can no 
more be divided than annihilated, 
that is, whoſe whole Eſſence may 
be neceſſarily One, and their Sub- 
ſtance eſſentially indiviſible, upon 
the ſame Ground as their Exiſtence 
continues: Nay, the only Proper- 
ties we certainly and indiſputably 
know of them, namely Conſciouſ- 
eſs and its Mbdes, do prove (as 
has: been before ſhown). that they 
muſt neceſſarily be ſuch Indiſcerpi- 
ble Beings. As evidently as the 
5 Leomy 


14 
known Properties of Matter prove it 
to be certainly a Diſcerpible Sub- 
ſtance, whatever other unknown Pro- 
perties it may be endued with 3 
ſo evidently the known and con- 
fefſed Properties of Inmmaterial Be- 
ingo prove them to be Indi ſcerpi- 
ble, whatever other unknown Pro- 
- perties They likewiſe may be in- 
dued with, How far ſuch Indi- 
cerpibility can be reconciled and b 
conſiſtent with ſome kind of Ex- 
panſion ;" that is, what wnknown 
Properties are joyned together with 
theſe known ones of Conſeiouſneſs 
and Indifcerpibility ; is another 
Queſtion of confiderable Difficulty, 
but of no Neceſſity to be reſolved in 
the preſent Argument. Only This : 
As the Parts of Space or Expanſi- 
on it ſelf, can demonſtrably be 
proved to be abſolutely Indiſcerpi- 
ble; fo it onght not to be rec- 
koned an inſuperable Difficulty, to 
imagine that all Inmaterial Think- 
ing Subſtances (upon Suppofition that 
Expanſion is not excluded out of their 
Idea,) may be fo likewiſe, CONT 
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V. To the Fifth, viz. That, by 
the fore-mentioned Argument, a// 
the ſenſeble Creatures in the Univerſe 
are put in the ' ſame Condition with 
Man, and made capable of eternal 
Happineſs as well as he ; or elſe, 
that, to avoid this Conſequence , all 
thoſe Creatures muſt either be ſuppo- 


fel to be only mere Machines, or 


elſe that their Souls ſhall be annihi- 
lated upon the diſſolution of their Bo- 
dies 3 And if fo, then the Proof 
of the natural Immortality of Mens 
Souls from their Immateriality, tends 
not to prove that their Souls ſhall re- 
ally be Immortal: It is anſwered, 
that, thongh all Senſible Creatures 
have certainly in them ſomething 
that is Immaterial, yet it does not at 
all follow, either that they muſt needs 
be annihilated upon the Diſſolution of 
their Bodies, or elſe that they 
muſt be capable of Eternal Happi- 
nefs as well as Man. This 1s juſt 
ſuch an Argument, as if a Man 
ſhould conclude, that whatſoever 
is not exactly like himſelf, can there- 
* fare 
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fore have no Being at all ; , Or 
that all the Stars of Heaveir, 1 
they be not exactly like our Globe 
of Earth , cannot poſſibly be any 
Globes at all. Certainly yt Om- 
nipotent and infinitely Wiſe God 
may, without any very great dif- 
ficulty „be ſuppoſed to have more 
ways of diſpoſing of his Creatures, 
than we are at preſent_ let into 
the ſecret of. He may indeed, if 
he pleaſe, annihilate them at the 
| diſſolution of their Bodies; (And 
ö fo he might, if he thought fit, 
annihilate the Souls of Men; and 
yet it would be never the leſs 
true, that they are in 7 their 
own Nature Immortal; ) or he may, 
if he pleaſes, without either an- 
nihilating them or ſuffering them 
to fall into a State of entire In- 
activity, diſpoſe of them into um- 
berleſs States, concerning the particular 
Nature of which, we are not now able 
to make the leaſt conjecture. I ſup- 
Poſe, That Man does not do any 
great Honour either to God, or to the 
Chriſtian Religion, who will needs 


contend 


C28] 


contend, that thro' a boundleſs 
Eternity there ſhall never exiſt any 
thing in the immenſe Univerſe, but 
what muſt needs partake either of 
the Happineſs or Mifery of Man- 
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